refugees with food, clean water and health facilities against all logistical odds. They also were keen on implementing the latest policies that had been hatched in Geneva, Brussels and Oxford; sustainability, refugee participation, women's empowerment and community development. As I have argued elsewhere (Turner 2001) , such attempts at empowering the refugee community may be understood as biopolitical ways of governing the camp. The governmental techniques of UNHCR are similar to other modern biopolitical regimes, usually associated with the liberal welfare state, as has been so aptly explored by the Foucauldian governmentality school (Cruikshank 1999; Dean 1999; Foucault 1978; Hindess 2001) . This mode of governing through self-government is also an anti-politics machine, not only in the sense proposed by Ferguson (Ferguson 1990) , relying on technical solutions such as effi cient health care, head counts, water and sanitation planning and so forth.
2 It also relies on strengthening 'the community' without politicising it. In this paper I show how such attempts at empowering the community while voiding it of political subjectivity fail as refugees repoliticise the camp in diverse, clandestine ways.
The death of a wealthy refugee
On March 26th 1998 I attended a meeting with street leaders, NGOs and UNHCR in Lukole A, 3 in which the issue of security was being taken up by UNHCR's protection offi cer. He was telling them that important people; leaders; 'some of you sitting here' were hosting Burundians from Burundi who were not offi cially registered in the camp. 'Please tell these people to go to Mbuba 4 to be scanned and registered. Some of these people that you are hosting have been caught for making an illegal training facility, abduction and torture'. He was clearly hinting at political activities in the camp and at the rumour that camps in Tanzania were being used as bases for the rebels in Burundi. But he also linked it to a general deterioration of security in the camp.
